10/25/69, Barnabei, CC Boch, ^choener 

L 

today I sent both others a brief memo saying I now have copies of 
the -i-ondon T imes stroies on Wynne/Penkovsky (filed inger Tenkovsky) 
in the event they went to borrow for copying. T hie also applies to you. 

I also suggested that the time haB come for this subject to be limited 1 
those with e noed to know, to those who arc actively working on it and 
car be expected to moke a contribution to the entire story and its 
development. 

.my or ell of you may disagree, however, 1 think there is e sufficient 
probability of significance here, real meaningfulness, in an area of 
greatest federal seonitivity, with a sufficient case of federal with- 
holding from the Commission of what cannot be justified except as 
valid intelligence secrets, to warrant more than average cere. 

I also argued there is more tten enough reason for me to have misgivingf 
o hers may not chare about some working on. the general subject. I have 
not end believe I Bhould not share vdth everyone all of my reasons snd 
what 1 regard as adequate evidence of undependability. 

hile I do not know with whom the others of you have been in corres- 
ondence on Jevison/Penkovaky, if any of you has reasn to believe any 
other may make wortnwhile contributions to this, I’d like to know of 
it. Also, if you have any good reasons for disagreeing this has develop- 
ed to the point wher some security is justified. 

There is tne possibility I will be able to get a lit T le help from some 
bright college students. If there is any aspect of the public informatic 
thet any of you would like researched further, let me know end I’ll see 
if I can get one of these to undertake it. They need not know why and 
not. r \\r internet i^ Jevison i~ "Iready flrggeS. 


